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REMARKS 

The presently-requested amendment to claim 1 is supported by the specification's 
statement at page 3, line. Entry is submitted to be proper by putting the case into condition for 
allowance, as discussed below. In response to the outstanding Action: 

[1-2] The Examiner notes that a new rejection is made. 

[3-4] Claims 1-4, 9, and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious over 
Midorikawa, .TP 2001/320705 (previously applied as a secondary reference against claims 7 and 
10) in view of Taussig, US 6,590,607 (previously applied as a primary reference against claims 
1-4 and 9) in view of Kaku (JP 2000-236467). This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Amendment is requested. However, tine claims are respectfully submitted to distinguish 
even without the requested amendment. 

Claim 1 recites "adding, to a predetermined parameter value, a value corresponding to a 
size of the compressed image data equivalent to a first number of screens, every time that image 
data corresponding to said first number of screens is compressed," and Midorikawa is rel ied upon 
for disclosing this. However, Midorikawa itself states, referring to Midorikawa's Fig. 2: 

"[001 8] ... the inputted image pick-up image data 21 is compressed, and the compressed 
compression image data 22 of one frame is outputted to the compressed data memory 15 (SI 3). 
This compression image data 22 is stored in the compressed data memory part 15 (SI 4). The 
compressed data memory 1 5 stores cyclically the compression image data of the set-up image 
pick-up number of sheets n as a ring buffer. That is, compression image data is written in a time 
series in a sequential memory site, and compression image data new to the memory site where 
the oldest image data is accumulated is overwritten after it." 

This implies that, at the frame rate B/sec mentioned in the preceding paragraph 001 7, the 
number of compressed screens is a constant. Midorikawa continues: 
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"[0019] It is CPU about the signal 27 which counts amount-of-data H (a dimension is a 

number of bytes, for example) of the inputted compression image data of one frame in the 

compressed data memory part 15 at this time, and shows a count result. It sends out to a part 14 

(SI 5). CPU Difference D=H-C of this inputted count amount-of-data H to the fiducial point C 

predetermined in a part 1 4 it computes (S16) « this difference value D is applied to an 

accumulation machine (not shown), and the accumulation value E (=sigmaD) is acquired (SI 7). 

CPU A part 14 judges whether the difference accumulation value E is more than the threshold F 

for the difference accumulation value F there as compared with the predetermined maximum 

threshold F (SI8)." 

That is, the respective excesses (over C) in all the frames are added (to E) and this is 
compared to a maximum (F). The following paragraphs 0020 and 0021 explain that the 
compression ratio is a function of E-F. 

Midorikawa discloses that in order to prevent the buffer capacity from increasing, the 
compression ration is changed according to the value of E, obtained by accumulating differences 
D between the compressed data frame and the standard amount. Even granting ad arguendo that 
Midorikawa discloses changing the compression ratio according to a predetermined parameter 
value, it would still not disclose that a first and second tasks are related to the data compression. 
And, as was earlier argued, Taussig cannot be combined with Midorikawa to reach the claims. 

The Examiner is invited to note that Midorikawa' s explanation does not relate to the 
number of screens. It relates to the average amount in each screen ("frame" in the reference). 

The Applicant's earlier arguments concerning the applied references are respectfully 
reiterated. 

The present amendment further distinguishes over the references. 
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[5] The Examiner's allowance of claims 7, 10, and 12 is acknowledged with 

appreciation. However, the Applicant respectfully requests entry, consideration of the remarks 

above, and allowance. 

In view of the aforementioned amendments and accompanying remarks, the application is 
submitted to be in condition for allowance, which action, at an early date, is requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 
KRATZ, QUINTOS & HANSON, LLP 
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